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of one another. But it must give way before the 
growing unity of the peoples of the world and of their 
interests, which makes wrong in one part of the 
world a wrong against all men everywhere. Nothing 
is more certain than that we are to have hereafter an 
international public opinion as powerful in world af- 
fairs as is local public opinion in the affairs of com- 
munities and states. The world-protests against the 
great national sins of the past five years put this be- 
yond question. A world-conscience is now a fact. 
Injustice in one part of the earth is felt all round the 
globe, and in measure everywhere condemned. Every 
nation, every government, now lives under the sharp 
eye of this world-conscience, which is often all the 
more true in its criticisms the farther away from home 
are the objects of its judgments. Intelligent and fair- 
minded foreigners are capable often of passing a more 
just judgment upon the deeds of a government or a 
people than are the citizens at home, blinded so often 
by their self-interests and their pride. 

It has been objected to the severe arraignment in 
this country of the Russian authorities in connection 
with the Kishineff massacre that our mouths are 
justly stopped by reason of the numerous and cruel 
lynchings which have taken place among us, and 
which as yet we have not devised means to prevent. 
There is point in this criticism, to the extent to 
which the people, the national, state or local authori- 
ties have connived at the ghastly deeds of American 
mobs. But the crime of lynching, which we are 
glad to say finds comparatively little condonement 
among us, ought not to stop the mouths of that large 
portion of our people and government authorities who 
denounce mob violence and do what they can to pre- 
vent it. 

Those who love justice and human rights and are 
faithful to their high demands have the right and the 
duty to condemn and seek to remedy wrong every- 
where, in other countries as well as their own. The 
lovers of justice in Russia, of whom there are many, 
who oppose the oppressions of the oligarchy and the 
wrongs done by the populace or the authorities, are 
perfectly justified in condemning the crime of lynch- 
ing in this country and in severely arraigning us — 
high professors — for not finding means to prevent it. 
They ought to do it even more strongly than they do. 
We are not, of course, talking about the return of 
railing for railing, of reviling for reviling, of which 
there is, sad to say, too much everywhere. People 
who indulge in this are enemies of all countries, their 
own included. 

The growing society of the good, of the just and 
humane, in all countries, ought to see that no acts, 
that no policy of inhumanity anywhere escapes their 
knowledge and condemnation. Discrimination, of 
course, they should show. They should praise 
where praise is due, abroad as at home. They should 
as far as possible pull every " beam " out of their 



country's eye. But they should be equally faithful 
in effort to remove " beams " — real beams — out of 
the eyes of other peoples. Right and justice, wrong 
and injustice, are the same everywhere. All men 
are brethren, members of one family. When one of 
them — even the least of them — suffers anywhere 
under the mildest or the darkest tyranny, he should 
be at once made sensible of the sympathy and fellow- 
ship of all, of whatever name or tongue, who live in 
the spirit of justice and brotherly love. If injustice 
is to perish from the earth, it must be spared and 
condoned nowhere. National boundaries must not 
be allowed to shield it. 



Russia and Japan. 

One of the leading New York dailies recently re- 
marked that it is a disgrace to the beginning of the 
twentieth century that such a " miserable muddle " 
as that into which Russia and Japan have gotten 
themselves should be still possible. 

That is very true. There has not been a war or a 
serious international conflict in recent years that was 
not a disgrace to civilization ; and the farther along 
the years go the greater will be the disgrace of any 
international misunderstanding which brings bitter- 
ness and threat of war. There is no dispute now 
possible between honorable nations that cannot be 
quickly resolved by reason, if there be a fair amount 
of patience and considerateness. 

The present danger of war in the Far East — for 
the nervous movements of the past month in both 
countries show the danger to be real — has grown 
out of the past in a perfectly natural way. The 
causes have been Russian aggression and interference 
on the one hand and on the other Japanese national 
ambition and pride, which have manifested themselves 
strongly since the war with China eight years ago. 
That war has created in Japan an aggressive military 
party, the members of which unquestionably long for 
war with some first-class power in order that the 
nation's new military and naval strength may be dis- 
played. This party does not hesitate to nag Russia, 
and is slow to credit any of her professed intentions 
to evacuate Manchuria. There is also in Japan gen- 
eral belief that Russia has ultimate designs on Korea, 
after she has got Manchuria safe in her clutches, and 
even upon Japan herself. Russia, on the other hand, 
proposes to continue her expansion eastward, in one 
way or another, and she fears that Japan, if her extra- 
ordinary development continues, will undertake by 
and by to dislodge her from Manchuria entirely. 

Thus the two powers have been facing each other 
and hurrying preparations for war in a manner not at 
all reassuring. If the conditions above outlined con- 
tinue, and definite steps for the assuring of peace are 
not speedily taken, war will be in time inevitable, 
even if avoided at the present time. 
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Against war, there is one serious consideration, 
which both Japanese and Russian responsible states- 
men have certainly well weighed. However long 
continued and deadly the conflict of arms might be, 
— and it is scarcely possible to overestimate the dis- 
astrousness of it — the two powers would be left at 
the end practically where they are now. Their Asi- 
atic fleets are so nearly matched that decisive victory 
would scarcely be possible to either. The same would 
be the case on land, considering the remoteness of 
the Russian forces from their home base. The war 
would leave the two armies shattered and exhausted 
on the borders of Manchuria, unable because of their 
weakness and of the ruined treasuries at home to 
proceed further. Of what use, then, to fight? these 
statesmen may well ask themselves. Why not reach 
a sensible understanding, before the commission of 
such a monstrous and ruinous piece of folly ? 

With Russia another consideration weighs perhaps 
even more than the foregoing. If she should wage a 
successful campaign against Japan, she knows very 
well that England and other powers would not allow 
her to retain the fruits of her victory. Korean inde- 
pendence is already under the joint guarantee of 
Great Britain and Japan, and the powers interested 
in the trade of the East would not allow her to ex- 
clude their commerce from Manchuria or even to re- 
tain a permanent hold on the country. 

Japan likewise is influenced to a policy of modera- 
tion by the consideration that a conflict with the Rus- 
sian colossus might, even if she were not vanquished 
outright, so weaken and exhaust her as to put back 
her progress for many years to come. 

Under these circumstances it is not likely that the 
conflict will be allowed to come to actual fighting. 
Even if moral considerations had little or no weight 
on either side, prudent self-regard would dictate to 
both abstention from a course so insane and ruinous 
as a war would be. That there are moral considera- 
tions at both the Czar's court and the Mikado's, deeply 
affecting the progress of events, we have not the least 
doubt, even though it may be difficult to read their 
influence on the surface. 

As we write, the dispatches indicate that the mo- 
tives to peace have prevailed, that the crisis is meas- 
urably past, and that war will be avoided. Our own 
and other governments are interesting themselves in 
averting the catastrophe. A treaty between Russia 
and Japan is reported to be under way which provides 
for the final evacuation of Manchuria and for the 
security of Russian railway interests in the country. 
Such a pacific outcome of the situation is the only 
sane one, and we cannot yet believe that the two 
great progressive and intelligent powers which have 
been facing each other with so much suspicion and 
menace, will So far abandon not only all humanity, 
but all sense, as to plunge headlong into the dark 
and deadly abyss of war. 



Editorial Notes. 

Senator Lodge has been making pre- 
Boundary. liminary arrangements in London for the 

meeting of the Alaska boundary commis- 
sion on the 3d of September. The agents of the two 
countries have already prepared their " cases," synopses 
of which have been published in the press. The counter 
" cases " have also been drawn up and abstracts of them 
published. These arguments and counter arguments 
present in connected and exhaustive way what has all 
along been contended on each side. There is little in 
them that is new. They furnish a curious illustration of 
how radically different arguments may be drawn from 
the same documents. The chief point of contention in 
the dispute is as to the possession of the heads of certain 
inlets of the ocean, more particularly of Lynn Canal. 
The United States claims that the strip of territory along 
the sea coast which she received from Russia is com- 
posed entirely of land, and runs around the heads of the 
inlets ; Great Britain, that it is part land and part water, and 
takes in the heads of some of the inlets. The difference 
in contention arises chiefly out of the interpretation to 
be put upon the treaty between Great Britain and 
Russia in 1825, since which time the strip, as claimed in 
our government's contention, has been in undisputed 
possession of Russia and then of the United States, until 
the discovery of gold in the Klondyke. We have not 
been able to see how a commission, composed as the 
present one is of three on a side, each of whom is prob- 
ably absolutely certain that his government is right in 
the matter, can expect to reach any settlement. We 
shall hope, however, that an honorable decision of the 
case may be arrived at by the commission. If not, the 
strip of territory will still remain in the possession of our 
government, and a good deal of unpleasant feeling is 
liable to continue over the matter. What we should all 
desire in the case is simple justice, to whichever party 
this may give the disputed territory. 



The most important event of the past 

French Arbitration- month j n connection with the j nterna . 
ists Visit London. 

tional arbitration movement was the 
visit of the International Arbitration Group of the 
French Parliament to members of the British House of 
Commons on the 22d of July. This Group, as our 
readers already know, is a non-partisan association in 
the French Chamber of Deputies, formed some months 
ago for the promotion of international arbitration in 
general and, in particular, treaties of arbitration between 
France and other countries. The leader of the move- 
ment is iMr. d'Estournelles de Constant, one of the 



